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PRFPACE

This research renott is divided into three sections.

Chanter I presents a .general review of the nublished literat0e-
.

relevant to understanding the current drug problem in the

United States. Chapter II deals with the relationship between

drug use and background factors, drug use and delinquencY, .and

drug use and alcohol use among ninth through twelfth grade

students attending Lander Valley and Wind River High Schools

located in Fremont County, Wyoming. Chanter III is concerned

with Indian and Anglo differences in drug use and attitudes

toward drug use among a sample of ninth through twelfth grade

students attending Lander Valley) Wind River, Riverton and

Wyoming Indian High Schools, all located in Fremont County,

wyoming. More detailed information with resnect to the sam

ples studied and the research procedures is presented in

Chapiers II and III. Chapter I was written by Rolland Raboin;

Chapter IT is based on data collected by Morris Forslund! and,

Chanter III is based on data collected by William Cockerham.

Overall -resnonsibility for the production of this report rests

with Morris Yorslund.

We wish to thank the administrators, teachers and students

of the schools involved for their cooperation in these studies.
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CHAPTER, I

DRUGS : AN INP.:?.ODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

Historical Persoective

The purpose here is riot to present a comprehensive history

'of the use of drugs but, rather, to provide a perspective from

which to view contemporary drug use in the United States. Prob-

ably few Americans are unaware of the current controversy sur-I

rounding the use of drugs. Accounts of drug smuggling, drug-

related arrests, debates concerning drug legislation, etc. ap-

pear frequently in the mass media. There is a tendency, however,

to view drug use and drug abuse as a specifically contemporary

phenomenon--a view that is historically distorted.. Human beings

have in fact used drugs for a variety of purposes for many ceni-

turies.

Cultivation of the opium poppy apparently dates from pre-

historic times and is believed to have originated in and around
Mesopotamia. Archeological evidence from Cyprus, Crete and

Greece indicates that opium was used ritualistically as early as

2000 B.C. (Blum et al., 1969a:15! Blum, et al., 1964:7). Ausubel

. (195q:57) has noted that the ancient Egyptians, Persians and

Romans used opium for plepsure-seeking as well as medical pur-

poses. Use of opium was widespread in Turkey and Persia by the

sixteenth century, and was being exported from Cyprus to Egypt

during that era.

Although opium seems to have originated in the Near East,

It's use gradually spread beyond this region. It was introduced

to China by Arab traders as early as the seventh century, and

appears to have been cultivated in India by about the beginning

of the sixteenth century (Blum, et al., 1969a: 47-48).

The use of opium in the United States first became apparent

In an Francisco in 1951, and is associated with the importation

of Chinese laborers' or coolies. Ontum and its derivatives, par-

ticularly morphine, were used extensively during the Civil War

(1961-1865) because of their painkillinrr and calming properties.

And, or course, mornhine and other opium derivatives continue

0 0 (i
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to be used for the same purposes today.

Cannabis sativa or marituana is another drug that is wid011/
used in American society and which has a long histc-v. According
to Brecher (1972:397), the hemp plant--source. of hashish and
marijuana- -was valued as a painkilling drug in China as early as
2737 B.C. Mariluana use has also been traced to India during
the second millenium B.C. (Blum, et al., 1969a:62), to Assyria
about 650 B.C., to Greece during the fifth century B.C., and to
Germany about 500 B.C. (Brecher, 1972 :297-402).

The India hemp Plant was introduced into the Western Hemi
sphere via Chile by the Spaniards In 1545 (Brecher, 1972: 403-
409). The cultivation and use of marijuana spread northward to
Mexico by 1896, and it was widely used there by 1898. Its reg-
ular use by some Americans became evident in 1916 when it was
introducel to soldiers in the Panama Canal Zone and to those
forces fighting Pancho Villa along the Mexican border (Blum, et

1969a:69).

This cursory review of the history and origins of opium and
mari:Nana demons:rates that drug use is not new. Although our
present drug crl:sis appears to be a product of our times, its
roots extend bay'. into prehistory. Por centuries human beings
have turned to drugs both to reduce pain and to produce what
were defined as nleasurable experiences (The Child Study Assas.
iation of Arerica, 1771:5). Recently, however, the publicity s

given to irug use and abuse by the mass media and the emotional
nature of much of the debate over drup_;s have made drug abuse one
or the ma, or social problems or our times.

Def'ininc.... the Problem

of the' 7reatr.!st difficulties In defining the drug prob-
lem is that of semantics. Often. the participants in the "drug
lehat" neither to be snea'itiftg the same language nor to be
r-, »r ceeline frr,7 the sare anumetions. This lac', of communication
creates ml:lunderstanlings anvil Is a major barrier to defining the

ucr rrehle." Thc, issue here hal been described by Nowlis
(1-)r, .'-)) as the Problem of "...tyrann!, or o,r,n1,.r.,
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_and belief in the absence of Itlowledge."

The term "drug" has nurlerous meanings, and its definition

is therefore subject to ambleuities. A pharmacological defln-'
ition offered by Modell (1967:5) states that a drug is "...any

substance that by its chemical nature alters structure or func-
tion in the living organism." Pharmacologically, a narcotic
drug is any drug which "...in most people under most circuMe
stances and at anprooriate dose levels, produces sleep and

stupor and relieves pain (Nowlis, 1q9:34)."
Legally, the term narcotic drug has often been extended

and applied to any drugs presumed to be habit forming or addict-
ing. The layman's definition has frequently gone a step fur-
ther, defining a narcotic drug as any drug which is socially

disapproved or associated with delinquency and crime or any

substance controlled by the rederal Bureau of Narcotics. (Nowlis',-

1969!34).

According to Modell's definition, both alcohol and tobacco

are drugs because they alter the functioning of the human organ-
ism. In generl, however, Americans do not consider' these sub-
stances to be 'drugs," and their use is subject to relatively
minor legal restrictions.

The above discussion has pointed up the fact that the def-
inition of what constitutes a drug may he medical, legal or

social.. But for practical purnoses over the long run, the social

definition is perhaps the most significant. As noted., alcohol
and tobacco are, pharmacolo!-ically, drugs. t3oth have been re-
stricted by legal measures. But these legal restrictions have
changed neriodically as societal definitions and conceptions
have changed. Thus social conceptions and definitions appear
to he the key to understanding the current "drug problem."

Legitimation, Drug r1se and Dreg Abuse

The extensiveness of mind-altering drug use in the united

states ls, perhaps, surprising. rr)r eyample, the National

Commission on Martluana and Dr' Abuse (1973:93) imn estimator)
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.that upwards of fifteen eere..! of Americans aged eighteen and
over, and fourteen neecont a- e1 twelve through seventeen, have
experimented with marijuana use. This is perhaps a reflection
upon our social norms. Ours is asocial environment in which
drugs are widely produ'bed, advertised and used (Blum, et al,,
1964:4). The intensity of our belief in the power of drugs to
help us hold up under the stresses of.life is indicated by the
tremendous volume of pills consumed daily by the American people:
As Mcnrath and Scarnitti (1970:12) have put it, 'we seem to
subscribe to the premise that this life cannot be lived without.
drugs.- When drugs are used for what are considered to be leg-
itimate medical or other purposes, that use is accepted and

"legitimized" by society. Drug use which falls outside of ac
cepted norms tends to be labeled deviant or non legitimate and
those who violate such norms tend to be defined as drug abuSert.

The greatest concern in American society with regard to
ftrupeuse arc abuse seems to focus on youth who are experimenting
either with types of drugs or types of drug use not generally

considered legitimate by adults. There are undoubtedly numer-
ous reasons why aeolescents use drugs, but Nowlis has suggested
(194:9:22) that many of these reasons parallel those of adults-- -

to find a chanre of pace or mood, reduce anxiety, relieve bore-
dem, facilitate social interaction, help them sleep or "just for
run.

Correlates of Drug !Ise

Although iller!itimate drug use is widespread in American

socLete, it eeopeare to be disproportionately concentrated among
males reeardless of the tvne of drum being used (Chein and-Ro-S-en-

fell, 12:1:52-57e Suehrean, ler! 145-195). As indicated in
',(11feren Peperts f-erT, n72:122-129), in 1()72 arrests of
males eeeeentee for of ehuee eeeeehs arrested for narcotic
Law vielattens, speetal intereet, however, is the fact that
lltrIne the rirlorl 11r;fl tl-,rriu:sf,h 1272 the percent female of those
ereeet 1 for nereete Thw visletiorie tncrAneee From le.15 than
Plin e-reent to -ere the fifteen percent. This inceeese in
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arrests of females for narc t!1 law violations appears to reflect
an Increase in illegal drup. use by females over this period.
Nevertheless, illeP.a1 drug use remains predominantly a male
phencmenon.

Data presente;1 in Uniform crime Reports also indicates that
1illegal drug use V concentrated among adolescents and young

adults. A breakdcliwn of arrests for narcotic law violations by
age shows that in 1972 1.0% were under fifteen years of age,
22.9% were under eienteen, 52.6 were under twenty-one, and 78.4%
were under twenty-five (PSI, 1972:1;:8). Furthermore, the dis-
proportionate concentration of adolescents and yoUng adults
among those arrested for narcotic law violations has been in-
Creasing in recent years. Between 1966 and 1972, the proportion
of arrests of nersons under eighteen years of age rose from 14.5%
to 22.9%: the Proportion of persons arrested who were under
twent7-one years of age increased from 35.7% to 52.6%. and, the
proportion of nersons arrested who were under twenty-five years
of age increased from 57,6% to .%.

The conventional stereotype of the drug user is that,he is
a lower-class resident of a slur or deteriorated section of a
large city. '.Ihether or not this stereotype is essentially valid
depends on the drug being considered. Chein (1956:51) charted,
areas of4PresIdence of known heroin users in Manhattan, Brooklyn
and the Bronx in New York City based on court records of con-
victions. He found that users were concentrated in the most
crowdel, underpriviledcred and dilapidated areas of the city.
These fln,:lings have been corroborated by Chein and Rosenfeld
(1)r)7.;?-93) and Klein and Phillins (1968:139!145).

The se of :lo-callel soft drugs seems, however, to be
loeate.1 eore in the higher socioeconomic levels of our society.
7er example Coo le (1q72:1A) found thet, "the higher the educa-
tion, income, and occunational Prestige of one's parents, the
greaser the likelihood of troinr and using marijuana."

The use or haliecino,eens appears to be characterized by a

lLffcrent pattern. to a cop,nreensive study, Blum and his as-
el*M:1?-13cq found that thp WIr or hrOlnclnwt,ent;
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was most prevalent arren, persons from either wealthy or poor
families, with a nelativ* .o.,r level of use by persons from
middle-olass backRrouns. In .7.eneral, then, it appears that
dru., use is not confine:1 to persons of lower socioeconomic class,
babOround, and that the type of druR most typically used differs,
by socioeconomic level in American society.

Data presented in Uniform Crime Reports (FBI, 1972:131)
points to an overrepresentation of Blacks among persons arrested
for violations of the narcotic laws. In 1972, 77.9% of persons
arrested for violations of these laws were white while 21.0%
were Black. Given that Blacks constitute only approximately 11%
of the population of the United States, it is obvious that they
are overrepresented among those arrested for violation of the
narcotic laws. There is, however, the possibility that at least
a part of the overrepresentation in arrests of Blacks for these
offenses is a result of selective law enforcement (Lemert and
Rosberg (194.1 -28. Cressey, 1957:151-153).

Drug Use as a_Social_Phenomenon_

Drug use tends to be a social phenomenon. Initiation to
dre7 use typically takes Place in a social setting and appears
to be a social event. Drug users are usually not loners they
do not Renerally take drues by themselves, Typically, there is
.t least one other Person oarticipating in the activity (Lask-
(wit 129:61-74). his pattern is apparent in heroin use,

uee (Fells, 17(;;;:459-nt17) and marijuana use (Norton, 1968:
1). Those who participate in drug use tend to b.e discrete in
theft actlYities, often largely if not entirely limiting their
eeolal relatiens to interaction with other users. Due to the
ratere the activities invoive'1, and the legal and social
sanntiens that ceulo, eeeult from dle,covery of those activities,

eartleteentn ae.e lindrctin.11bl7 secretive and tend to seek
the fellowein of pereens with z;lmilar inteeenta (Eclis , 1968:

:7, Pearleean,

etrar7 te rr,euler elief, th(e novice is not usually in-
tlite'! !rte ,Irne ee by :.in alelt "punher" tr7ing tr) ineer,ase

0 0
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hts clientele and incresse Lis profits. In the great majority
or cases the novise reseives introduction to drugs from a
friend or someone in his on ,-Le .Troup, Frequently, the pattern
of initiation rollows neer-oriented status seeking behavior and
occurs in a social setting (Dail, 1967:55). This pattern has
been documented for initiation into the use of heroin (Cheih,
1955.3. Chein and Rosenfeld, 1957:55), marijuana (Suchman, 1968!
145-155) and 1,3n (Plum, et al., 1964:23).

521milar to the myth or the "pusher" is the belief that once,
an individual has tried one drug he will go on to use other
drugs. Typical here is the teller that the use of marijuana
almost inevitably leads to the use of hard drugs--the "stepping
stone theory." To date there is no evidence to support this
belief. The origin of this fear appears to have been an erron-
eous interpretation of research findings indicating that a high
percentage of hard drug users had had prior exnerience with
marivana (e.g., Steffenhagen, et al., 1969:29-96). However,
Clausen (19e:37:315 -35) researched the association between marl-
Juana use and oniate addiction in the United States and concluded
that; marijuana smokino; could not be linked as a causal antecedeftt
to opiate addiction. Eells (1959:459:467) reached the same con-
clusion with receird to the connection between marijuana use and
the use or LSD. Similar studies have been summed up by Suchman
(196:148-155) who concluded that "there is no evidence in these
rindings to support the claims that smoking marijuana is a pred-
ecessor to the use of other more dangerous drugs."

and 1-1-e Tew____...

The first significant federal leRislation dealing with drugs
was the ss-called Harrison Act passed in 191. This act was
les1.7ncl tp control the der-estie sale, use and transfer of opium
and coca, nrodusts. It required the reRistration of persons hand-
linR these druRs and also required that they keep exact records
o" their transactions involvine those druls. In addition it
prohibited the possession these druzs except for leRitimate
medical nsrprles rn the r,art of -,ersens u(it rcvi:.,tertvl wirier the



USI COM AVNOBLE

act. The Harrison Act in. e'etia:1,/ a tax act that is used to
control the drug traC'ic in flitei States, It has been
ammended a number of times since its initial passage, but prJm-
arily simply to change the tx rate and the penalities for its
violation.

In 1)37 the MariJuana Tax Act was passed. This act provided
for the registration and taxation of all persons engaged in im-
porting, minufacturing, producing, selling, dispensing, prescrib-
ing, administering or giving away marijuana. In 19'16 the so
called Robertson Bill was passed, extending application of fed-
eral narcotic laws to any synthetic drug having addiction-forming
or addiction - sustaining' liabilities similar to morphine. The
Drur! Use Control Amendments of 1965 extended federal control
crer depresser.t and stimulant drugs.

In 1)66 the Narcotic Addict Rehabilitation Act was enacted.
This act provides for the civil commitment and treatment of nar-
cotic addicts, incluiding those charged with or convicted of vio-
lating certain federal criminal laws. And, in 1970 the Drug
Abuse Prevention and Control Act was enacted providing federal
support for commnity treatment facilities for drug dependent
individuals. This act gives the Secretary of Health, Education
and Welfare rather than the Attorney General authority over med-
lea] and scientific matters related to drug use. Penalities for
drug; p:ssession were greatly reduced, and judges were given wider
discretion in dealin7 with first offenders. However, penalities
.for drug sale remain severe and narijuana remains in the same
leial catep;ory as heroin.

Wv-ring enacted a Nniform Narcotic Drug Act in 1931. Al-
thouc-h m--lJuana tires -Jossified ar a narcotic, it did not carry
the sevre r,ena)tir,s associated with other narcotic deuRs. The
sublfan':P r)r the Ws:f)ricw. 'IttiPoLm N4-cy*A0 Urlim Ao.t, as it pert
ains t') this is as fo11 ,y4s:

) A I
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Section-85-114, Salee of Narcotics.

Except as herinafter previeed, it shall be unlaWful for
any person, whether acting ''"or himself or as agent, to
possess or sell or etheeseise dispose of cocaine, eucaine,
beta eucaine, alpha eueeJne, morphine, heroin, chloral,
chloral hydrate, Indian ':em opium or any salt, compoUnd
or derivative thereof, eecept upon the prescription of a
licensed practicing physician registered in this state
(Wyoming Revised Statutes, 1931:1232).

Section 85-116, Felony- PenaltZ

Any person found guilty of any violation of the provisions
of section 85-114, ..,shall be deemed guilty of a feleby
and shall be fined not less than five (5) hundred dollars
nor more than one thousand dollars, or imprisoned in the
state penitentiary for a term of not less than one year
nor more than three years, or be punished by both such fine
and imprisonment in the discretion of the court (Wyoming
Revised Statutes, 1931:1232-311.

Section 85-117, Sale and possession of mescal, mari-
Paana. and other narcotic drugs.

It shall be unlawful. for any person, firm, corporation, or
association to sell, furnish, or glue away, or offer to
sell, furnish, or rive away, or to have in his or its pos-
session peyote (pellote), botanically known as lophaphora
williamsii, or aFave americana, commonly known as the meS-
eal button, cannabis americana, commonly known as marijuana
er any compound, derivative or preparation thereof. (Wyo.-.
mtng Revised Statutes, 1911:1232-.33).

Section 8r-,,-11- Penall4

Any person who shall violate any of the provisions of sec-
tion 85-117, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and upon con-
viction thereof shall be fined not to exceed five hundred
dollars or imprisoned in the county Jail for a period
net to exceed six months or by both such fine and imprison-
ment (W:,eminIT Revised Statutes, 1931:1232-33).

The etatutes were devised to fulfill the needs of Wyoming
at the time of their inception. Change6 in these statutes were,

hewever, reeuirel as Information about drugs and drug affects

increased in recent veer. . WhelP!as the Uniform Narcotics Act of

1931 ''.ell`:, with one categcry, 'narcotics," current attempts at

redefinire nareotic dr-ign have renulted in a change in legal
dennitIone. In 1971 the stl,te ef Yyerpler peesed the wyoming

:7'1:)st,ance Act ction 37-347.1). Thi:1 pruvlded

0012
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for the establish-Qont headed by the state Attar-
ny an1 a6visors, the directors of the
divitions of Public Health, t-i flenartment of Health and Social
Services, and the Administrative Assistant to the Wyoming State
Board of Pharmacy. (Session Laws of Wyoming, 1971:467) . This
commission was empowered 1.;o investiate substances and recommend
legal restrictions or controls. Before making a recommendation

. for control, the commission is instructed to gather facts izir.-
tinent to the disposition of each substance. To assist the/ com-
mission in Its decision, knowledge is to be accumulated in the
rollowini7 areas:

1. The actual or relative potential for abuse.
2. The scientific evidence of its pharmacological effects,

if known.
3. The state of current scientific knowledge regarding the

substance.
4. The history and current pattern of abuse.
q. The scope, duration, and significance of abusfl.
F)-. The risk to the public health.
7. The hotential of the substance to produce psychic or

rhysiolocr,ical dependence liabtlity.
i. Whether the substanc? is an immediate precurser of a

substance air ady controlled under this article-; and
9. Its other uses, both medical and commercial;
( es,lion Laws of Wyoming, 1971:473-4)

'icon completing its investigation, the State Attorney
oteneral woqld recommend changes in current measures or the in-
stitution of control melsures directed toward appropriate sub-
stan?es, Each drug examineri would be categorized into one of
rive s'.:heules with distinct characteristics and accompanied by
its own set or penalties for violation of the control measures
institutel. The seheAc,Iles with examples of the types of drugs

with current ln;r,a1 penalties are provided in
Tables 3 an-1 C.

It Is apparent rrcll Tabl?s S and C, and from the discussion
.aolter, that the Contrr,11e1 ;;Iihstance Act of. 1,171 provides for
a rlexible -lasslri-ation scnf,lule. As new infurtion is ob-
talnl thrown resear,.:h, :vlbstances mail be reclassified from one
sche)illlc: to another, th-rehy nutomatically adlustinrt, the legal

0 ()



BEST COPY AVAILABLE

definition and penalty assoctlted with violation of control
measures. In all cases, the court is allowed to use its dis-
cretion in the disposition of a case.

Table B Schedules for the placement of substances.

Schedule and criteria for placement. Substances

I. a. has high potential for abuse.

b. has no accepted medical use in treat-
ment in the United States'or lacks
accepted safety for use in treatment
under nedical supervision,

Heroin
LSD
Marijuana
Mescaline
Peyote

a. has high potential for abuse.

b; has currently accepted medical use in
treatment in the United States) or
currently accepted medical use with
severe restrictions and.

abuse of the substance may lead to
severe psychic or physical depend-
ence.

Opium, opiate,
or poppy and
poppy straw.
Methadone
Isomethadone

III. a. potential for abuse less than sub-
stances in Schedule I & II.

b. has currently accepted medical usein treatment in the U.S.
c. abuse of the substance may lead to

moderate or low physical or hipt
psycholorqcal dependence.

IV. a. ,:-slAbotance h.).s low potential for
abuse relative to substances in
"chedule III.

substance has currently accepted
medical usP2 in treat,71ent in the
Unitl r;tates.

Amphetamine
Methoampheta-.

mine
Lysergic Acid

Barbital
Paraldehyde
Phenoharbital



Table (continued)

Schedule and criteria fop plcement.
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Substances

c. abuse may lead t limited physical
dependence or psychological depend-
ence relative to the substances in
Schedule III.

V. a. substance has a low potential for
abuse relative to the controlled
substances listed in Schedule IV.

b. has currently accepted medical use
in the United States.

c. has limited physical dependence
ar psycholo;7ical dependence lia-
bility relative to the controlled
substances in Schedule IV.

(Session Laws of Wyoming, 1971:475-81)

These substan-
ces are com-
pounds that
are not to
exceed limited
amounts of
controlled
substances.
Codeine in
cough syrup
is one exam-
ple.

Table C Penalties Associated with Schedules 1-V.

Schedules & III.
. .

if the substance in violation is a narcotic, convict-
ion carry i penalty of imprisonment not to exceed
twenty (20) years, or fine not to exceed Twenty-five
Thousand Dollars ($25,000.00), or both such fine and im-
prisonrient.

f the sul')stance is not 1 narcotic, conviction would
carry a penalty of 11!!prisonment not to exceed ten (10)
T?ars, or fine not to exceed Ten Thepinnnd noilars (t10,000.
or)), or both,

0 0 .1 zi
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Table C Penalti9s Assnlated with Schedules I -V, cont'd

Schedule IV.

Conviction for violation of the ordinances governing
items in this schedule carry a penalty of imprisonment not
to exceed two (2) years or fine not to exceed Two Thousand
Five Hundred Dollars ($2,500.00), or both.

Schedule V.

Conviction for violation of the ordinances governing
items in this schedule carry a penalty of imprisonment not
to exceed one (1) year, or fine not to exceed One Thousand
Dollars ($1,000.00), or both such fine and imprisonment.

(Session. Laws of Wyoming, 1971!485-6)

0
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DRUG USE, BACKGROUND FACTORS, DELINQUENCY AND ALCOHOL USE

The information summarized in this chapter was obtained
in the process of an investigation into the nature and mag-
nitude of the delinquency problem among youth living in the
Wind River Indian Reservation area of Wyoming. The data were
obtained through the use of a self-report questionnaire ad-

ministered to the students of Lander Valley High School and
Wind River High School in May of 1972. More detailed in-
ormation may be found in Data Book III: Drug Use and

(Forslund, 1974). Lae first section of this chap-
ter deals with the relationship between drug use and a
variety of background factors. The second section presents
data concerning the relationship between drug use and other
types of delinquent acts. And, the third section deals with
the relatiory hip between drug use and alcohol use.

A drug user here is defined as any student who used
marijuana or any other drug for kicks or pleasure during the

year °receding the administration of the questionnaire. The

total sample consists of 455 males and 391 females. Of the
males, 79.8% had used neither marijuana nor other drugs

"during. the past year," 1.1% had used ott.er drugs but not

marijuana, 12.5% had used marijuana but not other drugs, and
6,6% had used both marijuana and other drugs. Of the females,
81.1% had used neither marijuana nor other drugs "during the

past year," 2.3% had used other drugs but not marijuana, 7.7%
had used marijuana but not other drugs, and 9.0% had used berth

marijuana and other drugs. Because of the small n be of

persons in some of the drug use categories, it was necessary
to catev,orise the students simply as drug users or non-users
in ';he data analysis. For the same reason, it was not pos-
sible to provide a meaningful analysis of the data in terms of
f.aquensy of drug use,

1,07,!11 r,r slilnifican(!e are Indi otod tA.1,04 flle tnhl cu or

to the text r,n1:1 on 1,11 dIrre;,lenoco tint exist in the

0 0.1
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distribution ,of responses by use have a probability of less

than five in one henlrel :)" beinq; .7ittributahle to. chance. The

number or responses varies sor,what from table to table because

a few responlents Oailed to answer some of the questions and

because only students who hai drunk an alcoholic beverage during

the year nreceding the administration of the questionnaire were

asked to answer certain questions concerning alcohol use.

Table 1 presents the distribution of drup: users by sex and

hiqh snhool. Differences in the proportion of drug users by

school are not significant for either males or females.

Table 1

Percentage Distribution of 'espondents by Drug Use, Sex and
High School

iiHigh School
Male

. _

'fon-User N
Female

User Non-User

Lander 'Talley 19.'3 q0.2 '),79 19.3 80.7 337

WinJ River 22.1 77.9 77 16.7 83.3 54

Total Both P.:,h

Schools 20.2 79.R 456 18.9 81.1 391

Table 2 presents the distribution of drug users by sex and

grade in sc'r'.00l. For both males and females there is a tenden-

cy for the percentage of drug users to increase from the ninth

to the twelfth grade, but this tendency is statistically sig-

nirltnnt only for males. As can be seen, approximately a quar-

ter of eleventh and twelfth .rale male, admitted to having used

a drui,' for i',1cks pleaute durino., the year precedinr* the ad-

mintr:Itrqtln or the ouestIrJnnaire;°and, about one-fiftl of ele-

yerth grade fe,2ales and a (.11vter or twelfth grade females ad-

mitted ti used a drup., (,e olosuer, thl

period.

0018
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Table 2
BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use, Sex, and
Grade in School

Male* Female
Grade User Non-Use.,, N Tier Non-User TT

Ninth

Tenth

Eleventh

Twelfth

Total All
Grades

13.4 86.6 112 17.9 82.1 123

17.2 92.8 134 15.3 84.7 111

26,2 73.3 107 20.0 80,0 80

26.3 73.7 99 25.3 74.7 75

20.4 79.6 452 19.0 81.0 389

*X2 = 8.55, 3df, 1)1.05

Table 3 presents the distribution of drug users by sex and
race. Because of the small numbers of Spanish American, Black,

Oreintal and "Other" students in the sample, no meaningful com-
parisons can be made among the members of these racial-ethnic

groups. Although a higher percentage of both male and female

Indian students used drugs as compared to Anglo students, this

difference is statistically significant only for females. Among
American indiann there is no cignificant difference in the per-

centage or druff, users by tribe (Arapth.00, nhoshone!., Other).



Table 3
BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use

Sex and Race

Race

Male Female
-,iIMINA.N004

User Non-User User Non-User N

Anrao 19.4 80.6 355 16.5* 83.5 315

American 25.0 75.0 68 29.0 71.0 62
Indian

Spanish 21.1 78.9 19 25.0 75.0 12
American

Black 50.0 50.0 2 0

Oriental 0.0 100.0 2 0

Other 16.7 83.3 6 50.0 50.0 2

Total All Races 20.4 79.6 452 18.9 81.1 391

*Difference of proportions test indicates a significantly
higher proportion of drug users among Indian than Anglo fe-
males: Z = 2.317;p ..- .020; the difference between Indian and
Anglo males is not statistically significant.

There is no significant difference in the percent of drug

users by religious affiliation (Protestant, Catholic, Jewish,

Mormon, Other), but as indicated in Table 4 attendance at

religious services tends to be more frequent among non-users

than users. This relationship, however, is statistically

significant only for females.

t r)



Table L

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use, Sex

and Attendance at Religious Services

Attendance

At least once a week

Several times a month

Several times a year

Once or twice a year

Never

Totals

Number

*X2 = 12.39, 4df, p602

Male Female*
User Non-User User Non-User

16.7 24.9 20.8 35.9

10.0 10.5 18.1 19.9

15.6 19.0 12.5 16.0

33.3 27.2 31.9 19.6

24.4 18.4 16.7 8.7

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.1

90 353 72 312

No significant differences were found in the social class
distributions of drug users and non-users for either sex; and,
no relationship was found between drug use and whether or not
the mother works outside of tl.e home for either sex. A sig-
nificant difference was found, however, in the living arrange-
ments or drur!, users and non-users. For both males and females
a siznificantly hi her proportion of youth not living with both
parents as c,Anpared to youth living with both parents une dr1458.

fk)



Table c;
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Percentage Distribution of Respondents by

Drug Use, Sex and Living Arrangement

Male* Female*
L121111IEL22=1LL User Non-User User Non-User

Live with both parents 68.1 79.3 66.2 77.6

Live with mother 13.2 6.7 13.5 9.3

Live with father 5,5 3.6 2.7 2.6

Live with guardians 4.4 4.5 4.1 1.6

Live with mother and
stepfather

5.5 3.6 4.1 5.1

Live with father and
stepmother

0.0 0.8 5.4 1.3

Other .3.3 1.4 4.1 2.6

Totals 100.0 99.9 100.1 100.1

Number 91 358 74 313

*For both males and females a significantly higher proportion
of youth not living with both parents as compared to youth
living with both parents use drugs. For males, 17.9 percent
of youth living with both parents as compared to 28.2 percent
of youth not living with both parents use drugs: Z = 2.269;
p = .023. For females, 16.8 percent of youth living with both
plrents as compared to 26.3 percent of youth not living with
both parents use drugs: Z = 2.054; p = .040

The data presented in Tables 6 and 7 show that both male.

and female drug users tend to perceive that they get along .

less well with both their Cather and their mother than is the

case with non-users. Further indication of problems in this

area is evident in the data presented in Table 8; both male

and female drug users feel that; they can discuss fewer

00 ;?,



problems with their parents than do non-users.

Table 6 BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use, Sex

and Responses to the Question: How well do you get along

with your father?

Male e, Female**
Response User Non-User User Non-7FF

Better than average 37.0 50.9 37.5 48.2

Average
3'.;.8 39.6 29.2 :8.1

Less well than average 27.2 9.5 33.3 13.7

Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Number 81 346 72 307

*x2 = 13.67, 2df, p.001

**x2 = 15.66, 2df, p6001

0 'kJ d
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Table 7
BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use, Sex and Responses
to the Question! How well do you get along with your mother?

Response
Male* Female**

User Non-User * User -7771731IFF

Better than average 32.6 52.7

Average 50.6 40.5

Less well than average 16.9 6.8

40.8 53.2

39.4 37.4

19.7 9.4

Totals 100.1 100.0 99.9 100.0

Number 89 351 71 310

*X2 = 15.65, 2df, p<.001

**X2 = 2 df, pf.05

Table 8

Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use, Sex
and Responses to the Statement: With my parents x can discuss:

Response
Male * Femaleot

User Non-User User Non4Jser

Nearly all kinds of
problems

25.3 37.7 18.1 31.1

Most kinds of problems 23,1 25.3 16.7 23.3

some kinds of problems 23.1 20,7 20.8 22.0

Few kinds of prob]ems 2.6 15.9 44.4 23.6

-)t-113 100.1 100.1 100.0 100.0

Number 91 353

*0 9.9i, 3df, p4.02

72 305

404x2. = 13,811, 3dr, p

0024
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No significant relationships were found for either sex

between drug use and the nurter of awards won at school or the
number of extracurricular activities participated in or how
smart the students feel that they are in comparison with others
of their own age. No significant difference was found between
grades received by drug users and non-users among males, but
there is a statistically significant tendency for female drug
users to receive lower grades than those received by non-users.

Table 9

Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use sek
and Crades Last Marking Period

grades
Male Female*

User Mon-User User Non-User

Above average (A-B) 35.1 39.0 27.7 48.1

Averaze (C) 42.9 41.9 49.2 39.3

Below averae (D -P) 22.1 19.2 23.1 12.6

Totals 100,1 100.1 100.0 100.0

N'imter 7 313 65 285

*K2 = 2df,

;-:-; shown in Table .1;) there is a significant relationship

between Jrug use and whether or not students of both sexes plan

to graduate from high school! i.e., a higher percentage of non-
asersthan users of both :;exes definitely plan to graduate from
high sc4.001. An, as indicated in Table 31, a higher percentage
of female non-user7, than .A.lers plan to attend collere. There

howe-rer, no si;!:nificant relationship between drug use and
pLan:1 to attend college '?;':''art 2", male sidudents.



Table 1:1
BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: Do you plan to graduate from high school?

Response
Male

176F-----ITFIE:756i;
Female**

Uie1-----g6

Definitely yes 79.3 89.2 73.0 87.4

Probably yes 12.0 8.3 17.6 9.8

Not sure 5.4 1.7 8.1 2.5

Probably not 2.2 0.6 1.4 - 0.3

Definitely not 1.1 0.3

Totals 100.0 100.1 100.1 100.0

Number 92 362 74 317

*X2 = 9.r.,2, hdf, p <.05

s*X2 = 11.19, 3df, pc.02

Table 11

Percentage Distribution by Dr1.17, Use and Sex of Responses to

the Question: Do you plan to attend college?

Response
Male Female*

User Non -User User Non -User

Definitely yes 21.7 27.8 21.6 25.2

Probably yes 29.3 34.7 23.0 35.3

Not sure 34.8 25.9 37.8 27.4

Probably not i
,.

4
. 6.6 9.5 9.1

Definitely n-t 6.7 5.0 8.1 2.8
iota , 99.:; 100.0 100.0 99.8

Number 92 363 74 317

*X2 = 9.64 Lidf p-.05
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The data presented in Tables 12 and 13 show that among both

males and females a higher percentage of drug users than non-

users came to school in the morning and then skipped one or

more classes latex' in the day without permission and also

skipped a whole day of school during the year preceding the

administration of the questionnaire. And the data presented

in Table 14 show that among both males and females a higher

proportion of users than non-users have dropped out of school.

Finally, with respect to the school, the data presented in

Table 15 show that a significantly higher proportion of female

drug users than non users feel that their classes are dull and

boring. There is, however, no significant difference between

male drug users and non-users with respect to the proportion

who feel that their classes are dull and boring.

Table 12

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of
Responses to the Question: During the past year, have you
ever come to school in the morning and then skipped one

or ..ore classes later in the day without permission?

Response
Male*

User Non-User

No 27.2 52.1

Yes, nnce 10.9 13.7

Yes, twice '9.7 10.6

Yes, three times 15.2 8.7

Yes, four times 10.9 3.4

Yes, five times 0.7 3.6

Yes, six times 1.1 0.3

Yes, seven times 0.0 2.0

y2:4..i_eight or more times
__ __

17.14 5.6

Totals 100,1 100.0

Number 92 357

*X2 .1! 41.48, 8df, p<.001

**X2 --I 32.02 8df. ne,.001

0027

Female**
User Non_ -User

27.0 56.1

14.9 15.1

14.9 10.3

13.5 4.8

4.8 3.5

5.4 3.8

5.4 1.6

0.0 1.0

12.2 it8

100.1 100.0

74 312
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Table 13 BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses
to the Question: During the past year, have you over skipped

a whole day of school?

Response

No

Yes, orce

Yes, twice

Yes, three times

Yes, four times

Yes, five times

Yes, six times

Yes, seven times

Yes, eight or more times

Totals

Number

Male* Female**_:
User Non-USer User -1437i17

User

28.3 62.4 47.3 67.8

18.5 17.3 17.6 17.5

7.6 5.8 12.2 7.3

12.0 3.6 2.7 2.9

5.4 3.1 5.4 1.6

6.5 1.4 6.8 1.3

0.0 0.8 1.4 0.3

0.0 0.6 1.4 0.3

21.7 5.0 5.4 1.0

100.0 100.0 100.2 100.0

92 359 74 314

*X2 = 60.03, 8df, p<.001

**X2 '...26t22t8c11A.2S.01.-------,-
Table 14

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses

to the Question: Have you ever dropped out of school?

Response
Male

User Non-User

No 87.0 98.9

Yes 13.0 1.1

Totals 100.0 100.0

Number 92 1,50

e 29.58, ldf, 1)001

**X2 m ldfi

0 0 2 ei

Female**Mr lion-User

94.5

5.5

100.0

73

98.7
1.3

100.0

303
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Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses
to the Statement: Most of my classes are dull and boring.

Response
Male Female*

User Non-nser Noff.r. ser-

Strongly agree 27.2 21.2 31.1 15.9

Moderately agree 34.8 36.7 31.1 39.2

Moderately disagree

Strongly disagree

27.2

10.9

31.9,

10.2

33.8

4:1 3122:09

Totals 100.1 100.0 100.1 100.0

Number 92 354 74 309

*X2 = 12.664jcif..012s___________

The last background factors to be considered have to do

with the world of work. No significant relationships were

found oetween drug use ana the number of jobs that students had

held or whether or not they had ever been fired from a Joh.

Among females there is no significant relationship between drug

use and perceived .chances of attaining vocational or job aspira-

tions, but among males a significantly higher proportion of

users than non-users feel that their chances of achieving their

vocational aspirations are less than average.

Table 16

Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use, Sex and
Responses to the Question: What do you think your chances are

of attaining your vocational (Job) aspirations or goals?

Female__
Zesp,Dnse User Non-User User. Non-User
etter than average 37.0 37.3

Average 50,0 58.2 75.7 71.6

Less than average

Number
*X2 = 9,32 f _p_e .0.1

13.0 4.5 5.4 5.1
100:0 106.6 160.0 -16 6-.0

92 3514 714 313

N.*
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To summarize the finins presented above with respect to

the relationship between drug use and a variety of background

factors: 1) there is a tendency for the proportion of drug

users to increase from the ninth to the twelfth grade, especial-

ly among females; 2) there is A tendency for a higher percen-

tage of American Indian than Anglo'students to use drugs, es-

pecially among females; 3) frequency of attendance at religious

services tends to be lower among users than non-users, par-

ticularly for females; 4) among both males and females a higher

proportion of non-users than users are living with both parents;

5) both male and female drug users tend to perceive that they

get along less well with both their father and their mother

than is the case with non-users; 6) both male and fem'ale drug

users tend to feel that they can discuss fewer problems with

their parents than do non-users; 7) especially among females,

non-users tend to receive higher grades in school than users;

8) among both males and females a higher percentage of non-

users than users definitely plan to graduate from high school;

9) particularly among females, a higher percentage of non-

users than users plan to attend. college; 10) among both males

and females a higher percentage of drug users than non -users

came to school in the morning and then skipped one or more

classed later in the day without permission and also skipped a

whole day of school during the year preceding the administration

of the questionnaire; 11) amor7 both males and females a higher

proportion of users than non-users have dropped out of school;

12) particularly among females, a higher percentage of users

than non-users feel that their classes are dull and boring;

and, 13) particularly among males, a higher percentage of users

than non-users feel that their chances of achieving their vo-

cati a

indicate

both tr

aspirations are less than average. These data, then,

that drug users tend to have poorer relationships with

parents and the school than is the case with respect

to non-users .

0030
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Drug Use and Delinquency

There are numerous references in the criminological lit-

erature to the relationship between drug use and other'forms

of criminal behavior among adults. For example, it is frequent-

ly pointed out that many female drug addicts turn to prostitu-

tion and, many male addicts turn to one or another type of prop-

erty crime to obtain money to purchase drugs. There are, how-

ever, very few references in the juvenile delinquency literature

to the relationship between drug use and other types of del-

inquency among adolescents. Tables 17 and 18 present data

concerning the relationship between drug use and a variety of

other types of behavior that could be considered to be delin-

quent acts. The types of behavior involved range from acts

that constitute felonies under Wyoming law to those that are

relatively minor and are unlikely to result in an adjudication

of delinquency unless engaged in repeatedly or as a part of a

pattern or more seriously delinquent behavior.

Table 17 presents data concerning the relationship between

drug use and twenty-six forms of delinquent behavior for the

male students in the sample studied. Inspection of these data

reveals that with respect to all twenty-six types of delinquent

acts a higher percentage of non-users than users had never com-

mitted these acts "during the past year." At the other extreme,

with respect to all of the twenty-six types of delinquent acts

a higher percentage of users than non-users committed these

acts three or more times "during the past year." For twenty-

three of the twenty-six types of delinquent acts the difference.

between users and non-users with respect to frequency of corn-

, :mission is statistically significant.
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE
Table 15 presents data concerning the relationship between

drug use and the same twenty-six forms of delinquent behavior
for the female students in Urn sample. Examination of these
data shows that in every case a higher percentage of non-users
than users indicated that they had never committed these acts
"during the past year." And, at tl'e other extreme, in twenty-
five of the twenty-six cases a higher percentage of users than
non-users indicated that they had committed these acts three
or more times "during the past year." For fifteen of the
twenty-six types of delirquent acts the difference between users
and non-users in the frequency of commission of the act is
statistically significant.

Finally, here, Tables 19 and 20 present responses to the
questions: "Have you ever been found guilty of a traffic of-:
fense other than a parking violation?" and "Have you ever been
found guilty of an offense other than a traffic-. offense ?''" As
is evident, a significantly higherpercentage of both male and
female users have been convicted of an offense other than a

traffic offense; and, a significantly higher percentage of
male users have been convicted of a traffic offense other than a
parking violation. There is, however, virtually no difference
in the percentages of female users and non-users who have been
convicted of a traffic violation.

Table 19

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question; Have you ever been found guilty of a traffic

offense other than a parking violation?

Pe pons
Yes

Mo

User
O .

male*

af 3.1

'36.9

100.:)

359

......a.......
Female

User

9,5 94.9
Totals

Mumber 92

100.0

77

100.0

315
X? m 14.56) iar, 1)4.001 _____

0034



Table 70 BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Percentage Distribution Ly Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the, Question! Have you ever been found guilty

other than a traffic offense?
of an offense

Response
Male* Female**

User Non-User User Non-User

Yes

No

3.8

65.2

14,8

515.2

20.5

79.5

6.0

94.0

Totals

Number

100.0

92

1C0.0

357

100.0

73

100.0

316

*X2 = 17.7, ldf, p(.001

**x2 = 13.94, ldf, p(. 001

These data demonstrate that there is a significant relation-

ship between drug use and involvement i- other forms of delin-

quent behavior for both male and female aiolecents. This re-

lationship does, though, appear to be stroner fo.: male than

female high school students. Thus there is A strorg tendency

for youth, and particularly male 7)uth, lho use drugs to be in-

volved in a variety of other type:: of anti-social conduct rangie7

from Juvenile status offenses to fecionies. The data do not,

however, permit inferences with ':eso.)ect to 41.1e answer to an

Important question. D003 drug use ton,j t:; lead to a greater

involvement in other forms of delinqueney, or is engagement in

other rerms of lelinnuency conducive to drug use? There is, of

course, also the possibility that some common "cause" underlies

dral une and engar;ement in a variety of other forms of

delt;wv.ler, behavior. Further renea.rch Is needed to resolve

this Ls sue,



Drug; rise and Alcohol Use

Detailed information concerning the relationship between
drug use and alcohol use can be found in Tables 27 through 50

in Data Book III: Drug Use and Delinquency. (Forslund, 2.974).

The following section summarizes the major findings to be de-

rived from these tables and includes several tables where signi-
ficant differences were found between drug users and non-usclis

There were no significant differences between drug users

and non-users with respect to the distribution of their responses
to the following questions: ''Have your parents ever attempted

to influence you not to drink alcoholic beverages under any

circumstances whatsoever?" Have your parents ever attempted to

influence you not to drink alcoholic beverages when they are not
present?" "Do your parents usually keep wine, beer or hard liquor

in the home?" "How often does your father drink alcoholic bev-
erages?" "How often does your mother drink alcoholic beverages?"

"Do you ever drink alcoholic beverages at home when parents are
present?" The fact that there are no significant differences

between users and non-users in the distribution of responses to

these questions would seem to indicate that the home experiences

of users and non -users with respect to alcohol are essentially
similar.

No significant difference was found, either, in responses

to the question asking: "How do you think that most of your

fellow students feel about the drinking of alcoholic beverages

by high school students when adults are not present?" It should

be noted, though, that over 90% of both male and female users

anl non-users feel that their fellow students approve of the

lrinking of alcoholic, beverages when adults are not present.

ifowever, a significantly higher percentage of both male and fe-

male users indicated) that the'; personally approve of the drink-

ing of alcoholic beyeracfes when a(lult8 are not present.

0036



Table 2 BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: How do you personally feel about the drinking of
alcoholic beverages by high school students when adults

are not present?

Male*

1,4,...
Female**

Response User Non-User User Non-User

Strongly approve 50.5 25.1 44.6 18.6

Moderately approve 29.7 26.2 35.1 27.7

Slightly approve 14.3 19.8 12.2 20.6

Slightly disapprove 4.4 9.2 6.8 8.4

Moderately disapprove 1,1 10.0 1.4 7.4

Strongly disapprove 0.0 9.7 0.0 17.4

Totals 100.0 100.0 100.1 100.1

Number 91 359 74 311

*X2 = 35.04, 5df, pc.001

**X2 = 36.95, p<.001

A sia7nificantly higher percentage of both male and female

users feel that the legal age for drinking beer and wine should

be 18 years or age or less, but there is no significant differ-

ence between users and non-users with regard to the age at whiph

they feel that it should be legal to drink hard liquor.

As shown in Tables 22 through 25 below, compared to non-

users: 1) a higher percentage of both male and female drug

users have close friends who dri nk alcoholic beverages When

adults are not present: 2) "during the past year" a higher

percentage of both male and female users experienced at least

some pressure from their friends to drink when adults were not

present. 3) "durinp7 the pa3t year' a higher percentage of both

male and female users drank alcoholic beverages and drank them

on more' occasions; and, 4) "durin the past year" a higher

0 0 3



BEST COPY AVAILABLE

percentage of both male and fcmale users drank in the asence of
a parent or' guardian, and drank more frequently under this cir-
cumstance.

Table 22

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses
to the Question: Do any of your three closest friends
drink alcoholic beverages when adults are not present?

Female**
Response User Von-User User Non-User

Yes 97.7 (15.2 92.9 82.0

No 2.3 14.8 7.1 18.0

Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Number 88 345 70 300
2 = 9.0, llf, .01

**xc . 4,34, ldf, p(.05

Table 23

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: During the past year, have your friends
ever attempted to influence you to drink an alcoholic

beverage when adults were not present?

Male* F2male**
Response 1771- Noii2Os4F User Non-User
No, never 12.2 24,3 18.9 31.2
Yos, one or two times 11.1 25.1 10.8 23.1
Ys, three or four times 7.8 12.8 5.4 14.9

Yes, rive to ten times 7.8 10.1 8.1 9.1
Yes, more than ten times 61.1 27.7 5.8 21.8

1.0o. 100.0 100.0

Numoor 90 35' 308

sX2 = WI 10(.001

141fx- = ," 26 4,1r



Mt "*/ BEST CO?Y

Percentar:e Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: Did you drink an alcoholic

time during the past year?
beverage at any

Response
Male*

User
Female**

Non-User User Non-User

No, never 2.2 13.8 0.0 17.2

Yes, one or two times 7.6 20.6 1.4 24.0

Yes, three or four times 3.3 14.6 4.1 19.2

Yes, five to ten times 8.7 12.1 23.3 12.3

Yes, more tlian ten times 78.3 38.9 71.2 27.3

Totals 100,1 100.0 100.0 100.0

Numbe 92 355 73 308

*x2 = it;;.09, 4df, pC.001

**X2 = 73.01, 4df, p(.001

Table 25

Percentafr,e Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: During the pazt year, how many times did you
drink an alcoholic beverage when a parent

not present?
or guardian was

Resaonse
i!ale*

User Non-User User Non-UserNone 3 , 14 ff. g 1, 13.8

One or two times 5.7 19.3 5.4 21.7

Three or, four times 2.3 16.7 6.8 18.2

Fl.ye to ton tires 13.6 14.1 13.5 17.4

M-A.'e than ten times 75.n 3c1.2

100,1
73.0
100,1

28.9
10:6

_
,-)ta.13

Number 83 30( 74 253

r c
_! i pi, 0 01 * *x2_ Ir. t-r)

_;)
r d f 001



BEST COPY AVAILABLE

As indicat-d in Tables 2( thr'oug'h 3] below, compared to non-

users, a significantly hther percentage of users have, "dur-

irg the past year": 1) ealt high as a result of drinking;

2) been drunk as a result of drinking; 3) been sick as a re

sult of drinking. 4) passed out as a result of drinking, 5)

experienced a loss of memory for a brief period as a result of

drinking. 6) and, gotten into trouble with their parents as a
result or drinking. In addition, a higher percentaxe of both

male and female users have had an accident with a car after

drinking, although the difference between users and non- -users

here is statistically significant only for males.

Table 26

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: During the past year, how many times

"felt high" as a result of drinking?"
have you

Response riser
Male* Female**

Non-User User Non-User

None 2.2 26.4 4.1 27.1

One or two times 7.9 23.1 11.0 33.5

Three or four times 11.2 10.7 19.2 14.7

Five to ten times 11.1 11.1 21.9 11.2

ore than ten times f'7.4 2R.7 43.8 13.5

.,/*1
1..u.+.1..

Totals p9.r.) 100.0 100.0 100.0

Number 89 307 73 251

*x2 = 55.o0, 4d r, p<.001

**X2 . hrif,

Y.10
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Table 27

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses tothe Question: During the past year, how many times have you
been "drunk" as a result of drinking?

01.1110.=11.

Male* Female**Response User Non-User User Non-User
None 3.4 38.8 6.8 46.0
One or tio times 19.1 21.8 28:8 29.2
Three or four times 13.5 12.7 21.9 9.2
Five to ten times 19.1 8.8 15.1 8.8
More than ten times 44.9 17.9 27.4 6.8

.11.1.1111.1100.0 104/1
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number

P,9 307 73 250
*X2 = 55.93, 4df, pt.001

**X2 = 53.98, 4df p(.001

Table 28
11....-....1 .

Percentae Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses tothe Question: During the past year, how many times have you
been "sick" as a result of drinking?

Response

almaaaWem

Male* Female**
User Non-User trier Non-User

None 25.8 58.0 28.8 59.4

One or two times 36.0 28.7 47.9 28.7

Three or four times 21.3 7.2 16.4 8.0

olve to ten times 10.1 2.6 1.4 2.8

More than ten times 6.7 3.6 5.5 1.2

99.9 100.1 160.0

Number 8'; 307 73 251

*X2 = 39.31, /Adr, D,00l

4440x2 = 25.82 4dfLpt.,001,-



Table 2'.
BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: Durincr the oast year, how many times have you

"passed out" as a result of drinking?

4=0

Male* Female**
Response User Non -User TTS-e-F -Ton-User

None

One or two times

Three or four times

Five to ten times

More than ten times

44.9 74.8 64.4, 86.1

23.6 17.3 24.7 10.8

14.6 3.6 8.2 1.6

11.2 2.9 1.4 1.2

5.6 1.3 1.4 0.4

Totals

Number

*X2 = 39.74, 4df, p(.001

*4X2 = 20.06, 4df p(.001

wr...11MINIMftil.
99.9 99.9 100.1 100.1

99 306 73 251

Fable '30 ...E100.111
Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to

the Question! During the cast year, how many times have you
experienced a loss of memory for a brief/ period as a result

of drinking?

.40/0/0 ...61610

Male* Female**
Response Tser Non-U-ser User --tririeTor
None

One or two times

Three or four times

Five to ten times

More than ten times

Number

42.7 70.2

31.5 18.4 32.9

15.7 11,9 5.5

5.6 3.9 5.5

4.5 2.6 2.7

100.r) 100.0 (YOTO

89 305 73

17.6

5.6

1.6

2.8.

-TO

250250

*X2 = 4df_jap...00.1__ *_*X2 = 12.69_1_11dr, P5_,L0_2

-44
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Tab1 31 BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: How many times have you gotten into trouble

with your parents as a result of drinking?

Male* Female**
Response User Non-User User Non-User

Never

Once or twice

Several times

Totals

Number

*X2 =.9.68, 2df, p1.01

43.8 61.0

43.8 33.1

12.4 5.9

100,0 100.0

5lq

**X 2 = 19.17 2df jo(.001

Table 32

49.3 72.3

35.6 24.1

15.1 3.6

100.0 100.0

73 249

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question. Have you even had an accident with a car after

you had been drinking?

Male* Female
Response User ____don -User Erser Non -User

Yes

No

Totals

Number

16.9 7.6 7.8 2.4

93.1 92.4 92.2 97.6

10.0 100.0. 100.0 100.0

71 251 64 211

*X. = 4.52, ldf, p.01
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To summarize the data presented in this setion, it is
apparent that both drug users lnd non-users have had very

similar family background experiences with respect to the con- ,

sumption of alcoholic beverages. Nevertheless, compared to

non-users, users tend to approve of the drinking of alcoholic

beverages when adults are not present, feel that the legal age

far drinking beer and wine should be 18 years of age or less,

have close friends who drink when adults are not present,

experience pressure from friends to drink when adults are not
present, both drink and drink when adults are not present, and

experience a number of problems subsequent to drinking. There
is some indication here that drug users, as compared to non-

users., are beginning to experience problems with respect to
the consumption of alcoholic beverages at a relatively young
age.
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CHAPTER III

INDIAN AND ANGLO DRUG USE

The analysis presented in this chapter is concerned with

ascertaining similarities and differences in drug use and at-

titudes toward drug use of Indian and Anglo youth living in the

Wind River Indian Reservation area. The data are drawn from a

larger survey of the attitudes of Wyoming adolescents conducted
in 1973 (Cockerham, 1974). The findings are based upon a sam-

ple.of ninth through twelfth grade students attending four
high schools located within or near the boundaries of the

Reservation--The Wyoming Indian High School, Lander Valley 14 h

School, Riverton High School and Wind River High School.. The

sample consists of 180 Anglo males, 211 Anglo females, 66

Indian males and 54 Indian females. The few students in the

original sample of other racial-ethnic backgrounds have been

eliminated from data tabulation and analysis in order to pro-

vide greater control over the race variable. The data analy-

zed are responses to fourteen questions concerning drug use

and attitudes toward drug use. Since there were no statis-

tically significant differences in responses to any of the

fourteen questions by sex, the data are co nsidered only by

race rather,than by race and sex to simplify both presentation

and discussion.

There were few differences in responses to the fourteen

questions by grade in school. In reply to the question,. "Have

you ever tried marijuana?" 22.V4 of the ninth graders, 32.0%

of the tenth graders, 41.7% of the eleventh graders and 36.0%

or the twelfth graders indicated that they had tried marijuana.

Differences in responses to this question by grade are statis-

tically significant (X2 n 9.90, 3df, pC.02). It should be noted

that although the percentage of youth who have tried marijuana

increases from the ninth through the eleventh grades, a slight-

ly smaller percentage of twelfth than eleventh grade ntudento

indicated that they had tried marijuana.
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The same pattern noted in the preceding paragraph also

obtains with respect to t,,o use of drugs other than marijuana:

12.2% of the ninth graders, 14.2% of the tenth graders, 20.2%

of the 11th graders, and 12.3 of the 12th graders indicated

that they had tried a drug other than marijuana--such as hal-

luciongens, amphetamines, barbiturates, cocaine, heroin or mor-
phine. At the time of the study, 20.2% of the freshmen, 27.8%

of the sophmores, 30.2% of the juniors and 28.0% of the seniors
indicated that they were using marijuana. Again the same pat-
tern. And, at the time of the study, 5.2% of the freshmen,
6.7% of the sophmores, 9.9% of the juniors and 1.6% of the

seniors said that they were using other drugs. Once again,

although the percentage of twelfth grade students using drugs

is not only lower than the percentage of juniors but also lower

than the percentages of sophmores and freshmen, the pattern is
similar.

Data are not available to offer a conclusive interpretation

of the pattern noted above. Nevertheless, of ninth graders in

the sample, 17.9% had tried marijuana at age 14 or younger, as

compared to 10.9% of the tenth graders, 11.3% of the eleventh

graders and only 6.7% of the twelfth graders. With regard to

the use of drugs other than marijuana, 16.3% of the freshmen,

9,0% of the sophmores, 9.7% of the juniors and only 5.6% of the

seniors had first used these drugs at age 14 or younger. These

figures suggest the possibility that changes are beginning to

occur in drug use patterns in the Fremont County area, with a

higher proportion of youth at least trying marijuana and other
drugs at increasingly younger ages. If this interpretation is

correct,, and if after having tried these drugs, a substantial

proportion of youth continue to use them, it is probable that

within a few years a much hither percentage of high school age

youth of the area will be using marijuana and other drugs than

is the case today.
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Drug Use by Race

About three out of ten students in the sample fee) that it

Is all right for people to use drugs if they want to, about one

in four is undecided, an.1 sorlewhat fewer than half feel

that it is not all right for people to use drugs. There is a

statistically significant: difference in the responses of Anglo

and Indian students to this question, with a higher percentage

of Indian than Anglo youth stating that they feel that it is all

.right for People to use drugs.

Table 33

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
In general, do you believe it is all right for people to use

drugs if they want to?

Response Anglo Indian Total

Yes 24.6 46.6 29.8

Undecided 24.9 28.0 25.6

No 50.5 25.4 44.6

Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0

Number 3P-6 118 504

X2 = 27.78, 2df, pf.(101

Of the total sample 47.40 say that the majority of their

friends feel negatively about the use of marijuana. However,

a significantly higher percentage of Anglo than Indian students

stated that the majority of their friends feel negatively about

marijuana use while, conversely, a higher percentage of Indian

youth feel that their friends have favorable or neutral at-

titudes toward marijuana use.
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Table 34
BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Percentage Distribution by Face of Responses to the
How would you say the majority of your friends feel

use of marijuana?

Response Anglo Indian

They would strongly agree
that it is o.k. 8.5 18.1

They would agree that it
is o.k. 16.1 24.1

They would have no
particular opinion 21.5 31.9

They would disagree with
anyone who said using
marijuana is o.k. 26.2 12.9

They would strongly disagree
with anyone who said using
marijuana is o.k. 27.7 12.9

Totals 100.0 99.9

Number 386 116

X2 = .63, 4df, p(.001

Question:
about the

Total

10.8

17.9

23.9

23.1

24.3

100.0

502

.........10.--..-ill.

Responses to the question, "Have you ever tried marijuana'"

are presented in Table 35. Of the total sample, about one in

three youths admitted tHRt they had tried marijuana. Again,

the distribution of responses is significantly different by

race, with a higher percentage of Indian than Anglo students

indicating that they hal tried marijuana.
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Table 35 BEST COPY AVAILABI F

Percentage Distribution by Pace of Responses to the Question:
Have you ever tried marijuana?

Response An

I have tried marijuana 27.5

I have not tried marijuana 72.5

Totals 100.0

Number 385

- --- X2 = 25.20, ldf, p(.001

Indian Total

52.9 33.5

47.1 66.5

100.0 100.0

119 504

Table 36 presents data concerning the age at which mari-

juana was first used by those persons who have tried it. There

is a statistically significant tendency for Indian youth to

have first tried marijuana at a younger age than Anglo youth.

Table 36

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
If you use marijuana, how old were you when you first used it?....1.
Relpopse Anglo Indian Total

13 or younger 10.2 .25.8 16.3

14 15.", 17.7 16.3

15 36.7 21.0 30.6

16 28.6 17.7 24.4

17 or older 9.2 17.7 12.5

7511E-6.71S-- 16x_. 6' 5-9 . 9 166'; 1

Number 98 62 160

X2 = 12.98, 4o r, p<.02
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The data presented in Table 37 show the frequency of mari-

juana use by race for those who have tried it. Of those who

have tried marijuana, 54.5% have used it only one or two times,

32.5% indicated that they use marijuana several times a month,

and 13.0% said that they use it at least several times a _week.

Differences by race are not statistically significant.

Table 37

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Questibn:
How often would you say you use marijuana?

Re2,ponse Anglo Indian Total

Once or twice in my life 52.1 58.3 54.5

Several times a month 31.9 33.3 32.5

Several times a week 16.0 8.3 13.0

100.0 99.9 100.0Totals

Number 94 60 154

The students were asked, "If you do not use marijuana,

please list your reason why." Responses of Indian and Anglo

students to this question were quite similar, with both listing

"not interested" first and "danger to health" second followed

by a variety of reasons each of which was given by only a small

proportion of the students.
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Table 39

Percentage Distribution by Race Of Responses to the Question:If you do not use marijuana, please list your reason why..
Response

Anglo Indian Total.....
Danger to health 26.7 34.2 28.2

Expensive
2.3 4.1 2.7

Because of religious reasons 4.0 4.1 4.0

Because it is illegal 6.9 2.7 6.1

Because my family disapproves 2.6 2.7 2.7

Because my friends disapprove 1.3 1.4 1.3

Because of a bad experience 1.0 1.4 1.1

Not interested
45.9 38.4 44.4

Other
9.2 11,0 9.6

Totals
99.9 100.0 100.1

umber 303 73 376

The students were also asked, "If you use marijuana, please
list your reason why." Although reasons given for using mari-
,luana were quite similar for both Anglo and Indian youth, some
differences should be noted. Substantially higher percentages
of Anglo youth stated that they use marijuana because they
"enjoy it° or for "relaxation," while higher percentages of
Indian users said that they use it to have "fun with the gang"
or to liven up a party," Thus, there is an indication here of
a somewhat more socially oriented use of marijuana by Indian
than Anglo students.
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Table 39

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
If you use marijuana, please list your reason why.

Response Anglo Indian Total

I enjoy it 34.6 23.6 30.1

I like to get silly 2.5 5.5 3.7

To be social 2.5 3.6 2.9

Physical feeling--
like to get high 28.4 23.6 26.5

Feeling of adult status 0.0 '0.0 0.0

Have fun with the gang 7.4 16.4 11.0

Relaxation 12.3 5.5 9.6

To liven up a party 0.0 5.5 9.6

It tastes good 0.0 0.0 0.0

Because my best friend or
favorite date likes it 2.5 1.8 2.2

Other 9.9 14.5 11.8

Totals 100.1 100.0 100.0

Number 81 55 136

From the data presented in Table 40, it is clear that the

students feel that the majority of their friends feel more

negatively toward the use or drugs other than marijuana than

toward marijuana use. It is also evident that Anglo youth

tend to feel that their friends have more negative attitudes

toward drug use than is the case for Indian youth.
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Percentare Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
How would you say the majority of your friends feel about the

use of drugs?

Response Anglo Indian Total

They wJuld strongly agree
that it is o.k. 2.6 11.3 4.6

They would agree that it is
3.k. 10.1 16.5 11.6

They would have no par-
ticular opinion 22.1 34.8 25.0

They would disagree with
anyone who said usin,4
drugs was o.k. 27.8 23.5 26.8

They would strongly dis
agree with anyone who
said using drugs was
o.k.

37.4 13.9 32.0

Totals 100.0

.=1111...--
100.0 100.0

Number 115 500

X2 = 39,31, 4df, n(.001

.....1

As shown in Table t11, a significantly higher percentage

of Indian than Anglo youth have used some drug other than mari-
juana.
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Percentage of Respondents Ixho.Have Ever Used Some Drug Other
than Marijuana, by Race.

Response

No

YfIS

Totals

Number

Anglo Indian Total

RB.5

11.5

100.0

349

X
2

= 18.54, ldf, o .001

71.2 84.5

28.8 15.5

100.0 100.0

104 453

01../01.0

For those who have tried some drug other than marijuana,
the drug first used is given in Table 42. Both Indian and
Anglo youth tender to try a hallucinogen first, with much
smaller percentages having first tried amphetamines or barb-
iturates'and only a very few having first tried cocaine, heroin,
or morphine.



Table 4?

BEST COP'S MAILABLE

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
What was the first drug (other than marijuana) that you used?

Response Anglo Indian Total

Hallucinogen 57.5 66.7 61.4

Amphetamine 15.0 20.0 17.1

Barbiturate. 17.5 10.0 14.3

Cocaine 7.5 3.3 5.7

Heroin 0.0 0.0 0.0

Morphine 2.5 0.0 1.4

Totals 100.0 100.6 99.9

Number 40 30 70

At the time of the administration of the questionnaire,

3.97 of the Anglo respondents and 16.57 of the Indian respon-

dents were using drugs other than marijuana. The numbers of
Indian and Anglo youth who were using other drugs and the drugs

that they were using are shown in Table 43. As is evident, the

pattern is similar. for Indian and Anglo youth- -with hallueino-

7pn use ranking first followed by amphetamines and barbiturates
and with very. few students using other drugs.
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TIble 43
.

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question: What
drug are you using now?

Response Anglo Indian

..a..aoo.sIIwe+P"...............

Total

Hallucinogen

Amphetamine

Barbiturate

Cocaine

Heroin

Morphine

7

3

2

1

0

0

6

5

3

0

1

0

13

8

5

1

1

0

Number 13 15 28

For those persons who have used drugs, Table 44 presents
responses to the question, "How old were you when you first
started using drugs?" Although there is no overall statistic-
ally significant difference by race, it is apparent that as
with marijuana use Indian children who have used drugs tend to
begin their use at a younger age than do Anglos.

Table 44

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:How old were you when you first started using drugs?

Reslollse
rr or younger--

14

15

16

17 or older
"..0.. .....

Totals

Anglo Indian
14.0 31.5

24.0 17.9

28.0 20.5

30.0 15.4

11.0 7.7

100.0 100.0

Number 50

Total

21.3

24.7

23.6

5.6

100.0
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As shown in Table 1159 rasons for not using drugs are quite
similar for both Indian and Anglo youth) although a higher per-
centage of Anglo youth cited "danger to health" while higher
percentages of Indian youth cited the "expense" or "bad exper-
ience with drugs'."

Table 45

Percentage Distribution by Race of,Responses to the Question:
If you do not use drugs, please list your reason why.

Response Anglo Indian Total

Danger to health 40.9 33.3 39.4

Expensive 2.6 7.4 3.5

Because of religious reasons 4.1 3.7 4.0

Because it is illegal 4.3 2.5 4.0

Because my family disapproves 3.5 3.7 3.5

Because my friends disapprove 0.9 1.2 0.9

Because of a bad experience 1.2 6.2 2.1

Not interested 38.6 34.6 37.8

Other 4.1 7.4 4.7

Totals 100.1 100.0 99.9

Number 345 81 426

2 = 15.59, Ficifi TX.05 ..
Responses of Indian and Anglo youth were aloe similar to

the question asking, "if you have used drugs regularly but have
quit for some reason, please list your reason for quitting."

"Not interested," "danger to health," "expensive" and a "bad
experience" are the reasons most frequently given by both Anglo

and Indian youth for quitting drug use.
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Table 1:6 BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
If you have used drugs ref!,ularly but have quit for some rea-

son, please li?t your reason for quitting.

..111
-TIIMIVOre

Response Anglo Indian Total

Danger to health 18.5 19.1 18.8

Expensive 18.5 12.8 15.8

Because of religious reasons 1.9 0.0 1.0

Because it is illegal 5.6 6.4 5.9

Because my family disapproves 3.7 6.4 5.0

Because my friends disapprove 0.0 0.0 0.0

Because of a bad experience 13.0 14.9 13.9

Not interested 31.5 25.5 28.7

Other 7.4 14.9 10.9

Totals 100.1 100.0 100.0

Number 54 47 101

Responses to the question, "If you use drugs now, please

list your reason why." were similar for Indian and Anglo youth

with a few notable exceptions. A much higher percentage of

Anglo than Indian drug users said that they use drugs because

they "enjoy" it or because of the "physical feeling" while

highel, percentages of Indian youth said that they use drugs to

"have fun with the gang" and for "relaxation." Again, as with

marijuana use, there is some suggestion here of a more social

orientation toward drug use among Indian than Anglo youth.
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Percenta7.1e Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
If you use drugs now, please list your reason why.

Response Anglo Indian

I enjoy it 48.1 24.1

Like to get silly 0.0 0.0

To be social 0.0 0.0

Physical feeling--like to get high 29.6 17.2

Feeling of adult status 0.0 0.0

Have fun with the gang 3.7 17.2

Relaxation. 7.4 13.8

To liven up a party 0.0 0.0

It tastes good 0.0 3.4

Because my best friend or favorite
date likes it 3.7 3.4

Other 7.4 20.7

Totals 99.9 99.8

Number 27 29

rotal

35.7

0.0

0.0

23.2

0.0

10.7

10.7

.0.0

1.8

3.6

14.3

100.0

56

4 In summary, this section has examined s-imilarities and

dirferences in drup', use and attitudes toward drug use among

Indian and Anglo students attending four high schools in the

Wind River Indian Reservation area.. The findings indicate that:

1) a significantly hit-er proportion of Indian than Anglo

youth feel that it is all right for people to us drugs if they

want to' 2) a significantly higher proportion of Indian than

Anglo ,youth think that their friends have favorable atti,-udes.
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toward both marijuana use ard the use of other drugs, 3) a sig-

nificantly higher proport!on of Indian than Anglo students

had tried marijuana; 4) there is a statistically significant

tendency for Indian youth to have first tried marijuana at a

younger age than Anglo youth; 5) among those who have tried

marijuana, there is no significant difference by race with

respect to frequency of use; 6) a significantly higher propor-

tion of Indian than Anglo students have used some drug other

than marijuana; 7) there is a tendency for Indian youth who

have used other drugs to have begun drug use at a younger age

than is the case for Anglo youth; 8) the rank orderings of

drug first tried (other than marijuana) and drug being used at

the time of the study are similar for Indian and Anglo youth--

with halluciongens ranking first, followed by amphetamines,

barbiturates and other drugs: 9) reasons for not using mari-

juana or other drugs are similar for Indian and Anglo youth,

with 'not interested" and "danger to health" ranking first in

importance; 10) reasons for using marijuana or other drugs

are also similar for Indian and Anv,lo students, although there
is some suggestion' of a more social orientation toward drug use
among Indian students

PIONCLU",TON

data n-e'Acmted ln (Thqnters T.T. and III indicate that

=lho!lt onr!-thiri of the :,,t1i(lts stIldied had tried marijuana and

half' tht, rnany hry tried :::ome other drug; for kicks or

niel3u-. At tho tlmr, these studles were conducted porhaos

ono Plfth of th.) stileintn wor ustnr marijuana arri about one In

at leAst occmionally, Some,

'1S

rr >ijr (!rup:r:, rourAl 'gore freountly, Ap-

t,)0, n t:rid.h1.7 Pr)r. Pirt mariluNia or othr drufr

d Apripor r4.-rc:s over the past

0 00 0
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The rindinms show th.lt the .attitudes of Indian students

are more favorable than thrl:,e or Anrlo students toward the use
or both marihuana and other iirtws and that a hirher nercentage
or Indian than Anmlo students have at least tried marihuana
or other drups, Reasons riven for usinr or not usinr both
marituana Rnd other drums are. however very similar for
Indian and Anrlo resnondents, althourh there !s some evidence
or a more socially oriented use of drugs by Indian than Anglo
youth.

The data also demonstrate that those students who
have used mariluans and/or other drugs tend to have poorer
relationships with both their parents and the schools than
non.users. In addition there is a strong tendency for drug
users to be more involved in other delinauent acts than is the
case with respect to non-users.

Finally'. the data nresented show that drum users have-
much more favorable attitudes toward alcohol use than non-

users an.! that drug users have on the average, exnerienced
many more problems subseauent to drinkinr than nonusers.

There is little auestion, then, that those students
who are usinr mariluana and/or other drugs are much more of a
Problem to 4:heir narents, the schools, the community and even
themselves-. -than are those students who do not use drugs;
nevertheless, it appears nrobable that drur use does not
directly cause other forms of antisocial behavior but that it
i.s rather. a nart or a pattern or syndrome of anti- social
behavior in which a relatively hirh proportion of youth are
involved to a rre:Iter or lesser demree.
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